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PETITION of George Anderſon Shipmaſter 


in Dundee. 


by Robert Garrie merchant in Dunace, to ſerve as 
ſailors on board a {hip called The James and Mar- 
garet of Dundee, Milliam Hackney merchant in 


Dundee owner: They continued in this veſſel. for about 


ſixteen months, and Ne med a variety of voyages from 


Dundee to Bourdeaux, to Limerick in Ireland, to New Port 


Pratt, to the Ile of 1 12, to Liverpool, again back to Lime- 
rich, to Miure de grace, to Cumpvere, G'c. Robert Garrie act- 
ed as ſupercargo, „and George Anderſon; the petitioner, as ma- 
ter and commander of the ſhip. | 

During all theſe voyages, the reſpondents received only 
ſome trifling partial payments, and upon their returning 
home, they july demanded the reſidue of their wages, 
but they could obtain nothing but ſhifting, and evaſive an- 
ſewers Robert Carrie the ſupercargo was inſolvent, and 
laid up in jail, and, for reaſons known to himſelf, he 
thought proper to break the priſon of Dundee, and make 
his 


IE reſpondents were, in the year 1764, engaged 


62 


Admiral 


decree, 


page 6, 


1 


his eſcape; nothing, therefore, could be expected from 
that quarter. 

Again Hackney the owner of the ſhip, and the petitioner 
the maſter thereof, entered into a molt unjuſtifiable com- 
bination, to prevent the reſpondents from obtaining their 
wages ; for if they apphed to Hackney, he told them, that 
he was neither the ſhipmaſter, nor the perſon who engaged 
them; and if they applied to the petitioner, they received 
for anſwer, that he was neither the owner, nor the perſon 
who hired them to ſerve on board the veſlel. 

In theſe circumſtances, it is eaſter to imagine, than it is 
to deſcribe the unhappy fituation theſe poor 1ailors were in. 
They had no alternative; indigent as they were, they be- 
hoved to have recourſe to a law 1uit, as the only means by 
which they could break this unlawful combination betwixt 
the petitioner, the maſter of the veilel, and his owner 
Hackney. 

They accordingly brought an action before the Judge of 
the High Court of Admiralty, concluding againſt the peti- 
tioner, for payment of the arrears of wages due to them, 
VIZ. to the reſpondent Charles Blyth, 181. 9s. 2 d. fterling, 
and to the other reſpondent Peter Blyth, 5 l. 18 5. 8 4. 
ſerling, agreeable to accompts there produced. 

Mr. Hackney, the owner, was reſolved to ſtand by his 
ſhipmaſter the petitioner, for whom he enacted himſelf as 
cautioner de judicio ſiſti, et judicatum ſoldi; and when the 
cauſe came to be heard before the Judge Admiral, the pe- 
titoner was pleaſed to plead the following molt notable de- 
fence : © The defender denies that he engaged the purſuers, 
* or made any agreement with them whatever ; he was 
* maſter of the ſhip in which the defenders were engaged 
“(as he is informed) by Robert Garrie merchant. in Dundee, 
as agent for, and in name and behalf of William Hack- 


* ney merchant in Dundee, in a voyage, Oc.“ 
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To this it was anſwered on the part of the reſpondents, 
That the puriuers entered on board the defender's thi 
at Dundee; and it is very true, they were hired by No- 
bert Garrie, but it was not to ſerve under him, Garrie, 
but under the defender Ander/on, as maſter of the ſhip : 
They accordingly went on {hip-board, ſerved under the 
defender as his ſervants ; and he ſo far homologated 
Garric's agreement, that he paid them part of their wa— 
ges.“ 

After a great deal of litigation on the part of the petiti- 


oner and his cautioner Mr. Hackney, the Judge Admiral, 
of this date, gave judgment in the following words:“ Ha- 
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ving advited the faid proceſs, defences, anſwers, replies, 
duphes, petition, and anſwers, Sc. and having conſider- 
ed the act of parhament of the third year of his late 
majeſty, regulating the government of ſeamen in the 
merchant ſervice, finds, That in all caſes, the maſter is 
liable in payment to the ſeamen of their wages, unleſs 
he can ſhow that they have exprelly freed him from that 
obligation: Therefore finds, that the defender is liable 
in payment to the purſuers, of the reſpective ſums of 
wages libelled; and decerns and ordains the ſaid George 
Anderſan defender, and the ſaid Milliam Hackney merchant 
in Dundee, his ſaid cautioner de judicio ſiſti, et judicatum 


/olvi, jointly and ſeverally, to make payment to the ſaid 


Peter and Charles Blyths, purſuers, of the following ſums 
of wages libelled, due to them reſpective, wiz. to the 
ſaid purſuer Charles Blyth, of the ſum of 18 J. 9 s. 2 d. 


ſterling, as the balance of his wages, and to the ſaid pur- 


ſuer Peter Blyth, of the ſum of 5 J. 18 s. 8 d. ſterling, 
as the balance of his wages, all in manner libelled : And 
as to the accompt of expences produced, modifies the 
ſame to the ſum of 1 J. 8 5s. 4 d. fterling ; and finds, 
that the defender is liable in payment to the ſaid purſu- 
ers, of the ſaid ſum of 1 J. 85. 4 d. ſterling of expences 

"of 


Jan. 17. 
1765, 


L243 
1 proceſs, as alſo, of the expence of pong... this 
* pretent decree ; which laſt amounted to + . 7 Bd; 
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Avochen action was brought before the admiral court, 
at the inſtance of IP:!/:am Anderſon and Wilham Hamilton, 
who had been engaged to perform theſe voyages on board 
this vellel at Ziverposl, concluding againſt the petitioner for 
payment of their wages; and, of equal date with the de- 
cree above mentioned, the juc dge-admiral decerned againſt 
the petitioner, and Hackney his cautioner, for payment of 
their wages: The defences were much the ſame as in the 
preſent action; and the words of the judgment are in both 
Gaſes the ſame, mutatis mutandis. 

Of both theſe decrees, the petitioner, and his cautioner 
Mr. Hackney, offered ſuſpenſions; which, having palled, 
came to be diſcuſſed before the Lord Aennet Ordinary, who, 


. of this date, pronounced the ſame interlocutor on both the 


ſuſpenſions: Having coniidered the foregoing debate, re- 
** pels the reaſon of ſuſpenſion, as to the ſuſpender George 
„ Anderſon not being liable in payment of the wages; or- 
* dains him to give in a condeſcendence with reſpect to 
„ the ſailors alledged deſerting the ſhip, and of the time 
* they continued with her; and grants warrant for inci- 
dent diligence at the ſuſpender's inſtance, to the 6th day 
** of February next, for een vouchers of payment of 
the charger's wages.“ 

The petitioner's conduct was a little ſingular in the after 
management of the caule: He gave in no condeſcendence, 
in terms of this interlocutor; he extracted his diligence, 
but he kept it in his pocket, and never execute it againR 
any perſon; and, upon the laſt day for reclaiming, he 
threw in a rTepretentation in each of the ſuſpenſions; in 
which, he then, for the firſt time, alledged, that he was 
not aſter tor the whole, but only for a part of the Voy= 


e 


age; 240, That even granting him to have been maſter du- 


ring 
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ring the whole voyage, he was not liable, in that charac-- 
ter, either at common law, or upon the Briti/h ſtature, ' 


which was the foundation of the admiral's decree. And 
both the: repreſentations having been anſwered, the Lord 


Ordinary, of this date, refuſed the deſire of bath, 

Upon the 13tly of June, the petitioner gave in a repre- 
ſentation in each of theſe cauſes, both which the Lord Or- 
dinary immediately refuſed without anſwers. Upon the 
26th of June, the peritioner preſented to the Lord Ordina- 


y a repreſentation in the cauſe, with WViliou AnJorfor. and: 


[/illiam Hamilton; in which he ſet forth, That he had a pe- 


ticion ready to give in to your Lordihips, reclaiming: a- 


gainſt the Lord Ordinary's interlocutors in the cauſe with 
theſe reſpondents ; and as the caſes of theſe two ſuſpenſi- 
ons were precuely the ſame, mutatis mittanls ; thercfore, 
he craved the Lord Ordinary would order that repreſenta- 
tion to be ſeen and anſwered; or, at lean, ſuperſede tur- 
ther adviſing, until the iſſue of the preſent queſlion betwixt 
the petitioner and the preſent reſpondents. 


Feb. 26. 


1767. 


— 


The Lord Ordinary was, by this means, induced to give June 26. 


a deliverance on this repreſentation, ſaperſeding further 
adviſing thereof until the 3oth of June, His Lordſhip's 
1:1tention, by this deliverance, plainly was with a view to 
wait until the fate of the petition againk the reſpondents 
thould be known, which would be moved to your Lord- 
{tips in the interim. But your Lordſhips will obſerve what 
ule the petitioner mate of this deliverance ; for he next 


767. 


day gave in a new repreſentation to the Lord Ordinary in June 25. 
the cauſe with theſe reſpondents, which was immediately 17%. 


refuſed, and then in comes the petition now to be anſwer- 

ed, The petitioner's motive is eaſily diſcovered: He want- 
ed to divide this cauſe, imagining it was better to appear 
litigating with two of his ſailors, than to come before 
your Lordihips wich the whole crew. 
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But the reſpondents will not run out in complaints, 
however well merited, nor endeavour to excite compaſſion 
in the breasts of your Lordthips, by painting the diftretied 
ſituation of them and their families, owing to the unjuſti- 
fiable oppoſition they have met with in this cauſe: They 
will endeavour, with all potlible brevity, to obviate what 
is thrown out in the defenders petition. 

But, in the % place, there is a preliminary queſtion, 
which, in the reſpondents apprehenſion, is concluſive of 
the cauſe, vzz. That the Lord Ortnary s interlocutor, up- 
on adviting the firſt repreſentation and aniwers, was be- 
come final, and cannot now be reviewed by your Lord- 
{hips; for that interlocutor of the Lord Ordinary's, was 
awed upon the 26th February laſt; the laſt day therefore, 
for reclaiming in terms of your Lordfhips act of ſederunt, 
was the 12th of June; but the petitioner does not preſent 
his repreſentation until the 13th of June, when it was 
clearly incompetent, and which the Lord Ordinary, has 
no doubt, had in view, altho' both that and the ſubſequent 
repreſentation, of the 27th Tune, are refuſed by his Lord- 
ſhip, fmply without aſſigning any reaſon in the interlocu- 
tor. As, therefore, the judgment was become final be- 
fore the ſecond repretentation was given in, the after ſig- 
nature on the tlard repreſentation of the 27th June 
laſt, retuſing the ſame ſimply, and the ſignature by your 
Lordſhips, 2d %% inſtant, ordering this petition to be an- 
{wered, can neither of them vary the matter; the judg- 
ment was final before preſenting of either, and therefore, 
this petition falls clearly to be refuſed as incompectent. 

Altho' the retpondents flatter themſelves they might reſt 
their cauſe there, they will, nevertheleſs, lay before your 
Lordihips, what occurs in ſupport of the Lord Ordinary's 
judgment, ſuppoſing the ſame could now be completely 
reviewed, 


The 
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The peticioner tells your Lordſhips, that he was not ma- 
ſter of the veſlel, that Robert Garrie was the maſter, and 
hired all the failors ; that the petitioner was only mate z 
that Robert Garrie left the ſhip at Liverpool, and the petitio- 
ner being next in commiſſion, ated as maſter; but that 
he laid down, and Garrie reſumed this office immediately 
upon his return; and that Carrie having been laid up in 
priſon when che {hip came to Ailoa, the petitioner was a- 
gain obliged to take the command, but ſtil upon the ſame 
footi: ng as formerly. 

This is the ſtory which the petitioner now tells; and a 
very different ſtory, indeed, it is, from what he told in the 


former procedure: For when the caufe depended before the 


Admiral, the petitioner durſt not venture to deny his be- 
ing maſter of the veilel, or to contradict a fact that was fo 
nN0:0rious, as there was the fulleſt evidence of it before the 
judge, in another cauſe depending before his court. 
Accordingly, the petitioner never diſputed that fact, as 
your Lordthips will tec in almoſt every page of the Admi- 
ral's decree. Thus, on page 6th, your Lordſhips have his 
words as follows: « The defender demies, that he engaged 
the purſuers, or made any agreement with them whate- 
ver; he was majler of the ſhip in which the purſuers 


were engaged.” Page ich,“ The purſuers behaved in 


a moſt riotous and mutinous manner, not only refuſed 
to obey the defender as maſier, &c. Page 15th, The 
+ petitioner does, with great ſubmiſſion, humbly appre- 
hend it (i. e. the ſtatute) does not apply to the preſent 
caſe, where the purſuers themſelves admit they were not 
* hired by the petitioner, the ma/?er of the ſhip, but by a third 
„ party.” Page 16th,.** Suppoiing, but not granting, that 


* the pctitioner, as mater. were liable for what wages may be 


due to the purſuers upon the ſtatute, Get.“ 
In a word, in the whole courſe of defences, replies, re- 
claiming petitions, Oc. before the admiral court, and in 
no 
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is it ever ſo much as once donizted or inſinuated, that the 
petitioner was not maſter and commander ot the hip; on 


the contrary, in à petition, of this date given in to the 


Admiral court, (a copy whereof is hereto annexed) in another 
queſtion relating ro The looling an arreſtment of this very 
vellel when at Alba, t ie petitioner, in wliole name it i- „deſigus 
himſelf George 255 2n. maſter of the thip the James and 
© Margaret of Dune,” he ſets forth, that the petitioner's 
Mip lies at preſent in the harbour of Alea, and that Ro- 
bert Garrie, at the inſtance of one of whoſe creditors ſhie 
nad been arreſted, had no intereſt either more or leis in tlie 
veilel; yet this Carrie is the perſon whom the petitioner 
now maintains the reſpondents muſt retort to for pay- 
ment, and whom he falſely avers to have been matter and 
commander of the ihip. 

it is ſubmitted to your Lordthips, if theſe proceedings 
belore the Admiral, do not ſufficiently point out the pett- 
tioner as maſter of thas (hip; ; and indeed it ſeems only a 


neu conceit to deny it, which they never did in the 
former part of dle Froccedinge, it never was denied 


before the Admiral, that the petitioner was the jole com- 
mander of the vel Tel; Corrie was oy” a fort of iupercar- 
go; he lived, nde aboard the veilct, as a paſlenger; 
But {o far was ks from acting as maltcr, that he left the 
veliel altogether at Limerick, and went fer eaſes and 
when he met with the ſhip at Campvere, he was clapt in 
priſon there; and Ta vellel, atrer having Waitec ſome days 
91 his account, was at laſt obliged to fail without him.— 
And nothing can be more gi rondlefs than the alledgeance, 
that the petitioner was als mate; one Oliphant was the 
mate, and acted in that character. 
It is hinted in the petition, that the reſpondents were at 
a loſs againſt whom they ſhould bring their action, and 
that at lait they had pitched upon the moſt improper one 
of 


* 
of any. And, indeed, it muſt be evident to your Lord- 
{hips, that theſe poor ſailors were in a very hard ſituation 


when the veſſel arrived at Aloa, they had been long at ſea, 


themſelves and families were depending on their wages, of 
which nothing but a trifle had been paid. It was to no pur- 
poſe to apply to Garrie; he had been arreſted for debt when 
at Campvere, he was again thrown into jail when he returned 
to this country, and made his eſcape by breaking the pri- 
ſon of Dundee. Anderſon they had ſerved under as their 
maſter, he had the command and charge of the ſhip du- 
ring the voyage; it was natural, therefore, to conſider him 
as primarily liable; nay, the action againſt him ſeems clear- 
ly founded, even upon the footing of his own acknow- 
ledgment; for he admits that he acted as maſter during 
part of the voyage. 

Your Lordſhips have been informed of the intereſts of 
the different parties; Hackney was proprietor, Garrie ſuper- 
cargo, and the petitioner maſter of the ſhip: In different 
reſpects, therefore, they had all a conſiderable concern in 
the adventure; and, in this view, the reſpondents ſubmit 
it to your Lordſhips, if they were not all conjunctly and 
ſeverally, et fingul: in ſolidum, liable to the ſailors in their 
wages, by the actio in rem verſum, or negotiorum geftorum, of 
the civil law. If any diſtinction was to be made amongft 
them, the maſter of the ſhip ſeems to be the perſon primarily 
liable; the favour due to commerce and navigation makes 
it requiſite that it ſhould be ſo. The proprietors of veſſels 
are often ſituated in different and remote parts of. the 


world. Sailors feldom enquire to whom a ſhip belongs; 


it is upon the maſter alone, with whom they are acquaint- 
ed, and under whoſe immediate eye they perform their ſer- 
vice, that they depend for payment ;. and nothing could 
be more deſtructive to the mercantile intereſt, than that he 
ſhoul4 be freed, and the mariners be obliged, in queſt of 
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their wages dearly earned, to ranſack all the different cor- 
ners of the earth. 

But it is unneceſſary to dwell upon this ſpeculative que- 
ſtion : It is as clear as ſun- ſhine from the ſtatute, as found 


by the admiral, daily converſant in maritime laws, ** 'That 


6 in all caies, the maſler is liable in payment to the ſea- 
* men of their wages, unſeſs he can ſhow they have ex- 
*« preſly freed him from that obligation.” The ſtatute of 
the ſecond of che late King, chap. 36. after enacting, that 
no maſter, or commander of any ſhip or veſſel bound to 
any part beyond the ſeas, ſhall carry with them any mari- 


ners, excepting his apprentices, without firſt coming to an 


agreement with them, and that ſuch agreement ſhall be re- 
duced into writing, under the penalty therein fet torth, 
contains the following clauſe: * And be it further enacted 
90 0 the authority atorefaid, That upon the arrival of e- 

» thip or veſſel into Great Britdiz trom parts beyond 
the ſeas, the maſters or commanders of ſuch ſhips or 
veſlels ſhall be, and they are hereby obliged to pay the 
2amen and mariners belonging to ſuch ſhips or veſſels 
their wages, if demanded, in thirty days after the ſaid 
ſhips or vellels being entered at the cuſtom-houſe, ex- 
cept in caſe where a covenant thall be entered into to the 
contrary, or at the time the ſaid ſeamen or mariners 
* ſhall be diſcharged, which thall firſt happen, if demand- 
ed; deducting out of ſuch wages the penalties and for- 
feitures by this act impoſed, under the penalty of pay- 
ing to each ſeaman or mariner that ihall be unpaid con- 
trary to the intent and meaning of this act, twenty ſhil- 
lings over and above the wages that ſhall be due to each 
perſon, to be recovered by the ſame means and methods 
as the wages may be recovered; and ſuch payment of 
wages, as aforeſaid, ſhall be good and valid in law, not- 
. withſtanding any action, bill of ſale, attachment, or in- 
cumbrance whattocver.” 
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In an after clauſe it is enacted, That in ſuch an action, 
the ſeamen {hall ly under no obligation of producing a 
written agreement as to their wages, that this ſhall be in- 
cumbent on the maſter: “ And that no ſeaman or mariner 
„ ihall fail in any ſuit, action, or proceſs for recovery of 
wages, for want or ſuch agreement or contract being 


* produecd, any law, uſage, or cuſtom to the contrary 


* notwithſtanding.” This was at firſt a temporary ſtatute; 
it was continued by 8th George II. chap. 21. to the 25th 
March 1749; by 23d George II. chap. 26. to the 26th March 
1764; and at laſt, on account of its maniteſt utility, it 
was rendered perpetual, by an act in the ſecond year of 
the preſent reign. 

It is ſaid in the petition, that the reſpondents themſelves 
underſtood Carrie to be their payinaſter ; and that this ap- 
pears from a letter of their own writing to Garrie, when 
the vellel was lying at Campwere. 

A paragraph of this lecter is quoted in the petition; the 
reſpondents, however, will lay the whole of the letter be- 
fore your Lordthips, 1 it is addrelt to Robert Garri ie, bears date 
at Campwvere the 7th September 1765, and is in theſe words, 

Sir you talke of ſailieng but we mult know upon what 
grovns firſt we mult know whom is to pay us our wa— 
ges before that we go and ſecurity for it we have been 
here this five wikes and has been like no other body's 
men not ſo much as wan drope of any thing nor no wan 
would truſt us upon this comical affair and now you 
want us to go to iſca as the ſaim without a compt or 
reckon nor no orders how to come by it ſo we deſire 
you would ſee to it before you offer to put to ſea fot 
our wages 15 due every livering port you have no ar- 
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and as for us that does not belong to the place at this 


reate we mult go a biggen throgh Fife if we are ſerved 
ſo in every place you're the man that einged us all 
and you're the man that mull pay us, and if you do 
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not compt and clear we mult ſee further about it our- 
„ ſelves we was at the priſon and could not gait in ſo we 
„ deſire an anſwer this night. Sir your humble farvents” 
(Sigued) William Hamilton, Charles Blyth, James Petre, and 
by Milliam Ander/on's mark. 

Your Lordſhips will obſevre the fituation theſe poor ſail- 
ors were in, when this letter was wrote; Garrie who had 
engaged them, was in priſon, and the crew ready to ſtarve, 
expecting every moment they were to be ſet adritt, and the 
ihip taken from them: In all trading veſlels, there are two 
diſtinct ſuperintendants, the one a ſupercargo, who pro- 
perly ſpeaking, is the trader, he buys and ſells, has mo- 
ney intruſted with him for that end, and 1s generally a 
ſharer in the adventure; the other the maſter and com- 
mander, whoſe province it is ingly to manage the ſailors, 
and to take charge of the veſſel: In the firit of theſe capa- 
cities, Robert Garrie, in the ſecond the petitioner was em- 
ployed ; and when the {hip was.thus arreſted, it was na- 
tural for the poor ſailors to ſeek their wages from the ſu- 
percargo or purſe- bearer, who was ſuppoſed to have money 
in his hands, as he had drawn the freights. 

The petitioner ſays, that Carrie gave the ſallors a draught 
upon Hlachne) for their wages; but this was only an a- 
muſement, for Hache) never payed a ſhilling of it: 
this obliged the reſpondents to bring their action againſt 
the petitioner as maſter of the veſſel: And your Lordihips 
will obſerve Mr FHackney's conduct; he immediately takes 
the field along with the petitioner, becomes his cautioner, 
Ce judicio ſiſli et gudicatum folvi, lays out the expence of con- 
ducting the litigation before the admiral, and after de- 
cree had gone againſt them there, a ſuſpenſion is preſent- 
ed in name of both the petitioner and Milliam Hackney. 

Upon the whole, the caſe of theſe poor ſailors has been 
exceeding hard, they have met with barbarous uſage, they 


have 
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have been long kept out of their dear bought wages, by a 
combination formed to diſappoint their juſt payment. This 
it is hoped, your Lordſhips will give a proper check to, 
by refuſing the petition, Anding the letters orderly, pro- 
e and decerning againſt this petitioner and Bis cau- 
tioner, with ample colts of ſult. 


In reſpect whereof, &c. 1 1 „ By A = Te 


1 


JOHN, DOUGLAS. 


Follows certified copy of a petition to the Judge Adin. 
ral, for George Anderſon maſter of the Fames and Margaret of 
Dundee, referred to in the foregoing anſwers, 


Unte 


iP 


FDINBURGH, 24th NoVEMBER 1765. 


Unto the ;e Right Hitorabls the Fudge of the E 85 Court 
Admiralty, 


: | THE 


> E TT Ton 


O F 


GEORGE ANDERSON, Maſter of the 
Ship Tur JAMES any MARGARET |\ 
of Dundee ; | 


 HUuUMBLY SHEWETH, 


HE petitioner's ſhip lies at preſent in the. harbour of 
Alioa, with a loading of coals bound for Dundee, for 
the uſe of William Hackney merchant in Dundee, owner and 
freighter of the ſaid ſhip, who had wrote to Mr. Wat/on at 
Alloa to load her with coals. That when the petitioner 
was about to ſail, he was lately ſtopped upon an arreſt- 
ment, at the inſtance of Robert Ander/on merchant in Edin- 
burgh, againſt Robert Garrie merchant in Dundee, who has 
no intereſt 1 in the ſaid veſſel. 

That upon repreſenting thefe facts to your Lordſhip, 
and producing a notorial copy of the above mentioned let- 
ter from Mr. Hackney the owner and freighter, to Mr. Wat- 
Jon at Alloa, your Lordſhip granted warrant to the petitio- 
ner to ſail to Dundee, and deliver his cargo. as appears from 
the extracted act, and warrant herewith produced. 


That 
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That the veſſel is, of new, arreſted at the inſtance of Mr. 
Robert Jamiæſon writer to the ſignet, againſt the ſaid Robert 
Garrie, in virtue of an admiral precept, as appears from 
the copy of arreſtment herewith produced. 

That altho' your petitioner apprehends he might fait 
without regard to this arreſtment, ſeeing Mr. Garrie has 
no intereſt in the veſſel, yet he rather chuſes to avoid the 
lext cauſe of complaint, and once more to apply for Your 
Lordſhip's warrant. | 


A. 


May it therefore pleaſe your Lordſhip, to all your pe- 
titioner to proceed on the voyage to Dundee, there to 
deliver the cargo of coals, upon his enafting himſelf 
to retain the ſhip at Dundee, until the ſaid are 
Ment, at Mr. Jamieſon's inſtance, ſhall be logſed in 
due courſe of law. 


According to juſtice, Oc. 


WILL. RICHARDSON. 


Follows a Notorial Copy of the Letter, re- 
ferred to in the foregoing Petition. 


Dundee, 14th October 1765. 
Mr. John Watſon. 


Sir, as I underſtand The James aud Margaret, George An- 
derſon maſter, is by this time load by you with coals, you 11 
pleaſe take his receipt for ſame, deliverable to me or order, 
and take his dr agar on me for the amount of ame: at 

three 
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three months, payable either here or in Zdinburgh, which 
{hall be honoured by, Sir, your moſt humble ſervant, 


(Signed) WILLIAM Hackxer. 


p. S. I need not tell you, that you mult ſend his receipt 
to Me, 


Alloa, 23d October 1765, That the above is a juſt copy of 
the principal miſſive, ſigned by Wilkam Hackney, and ad- 
drefled to John Watſon, compared by me; and that the ſame 
agrees word for word, is atteſted by me notary public fub- 


(cribing, 
Dux vera efje atteſtor, 


(Signed) ALEX. NEWALL, N. P. 


Edinburgh, 26th February 1767. That what is wrote 
on the two preceeding pages, are true copies of the petiti- 
on, and notorial copy letter given in in proceſs, 7amieſon and 
Garrie, depending before the Judge of the High Court of 
Admiralty, and have been collated by me, depute clerk of 
che ſaid High Court. Witneſs my hand, date above written, 


ARCH PD. INGLIS. 


